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REMARKS 

^ i that "All three references are satellite 

The Examiner states on page 3, tnat, ah 

_ication systems, m use « method to .oca,, a subscribe. As -h 
from the same ftaM of leaver, .he combination is deemed vaHd. Appellants 
respectfully subn.it to. the CHans reference merely refers to .be s«on where a new 
US er is present. Scanning or zooming is mentioned as a meftod for acqumng ■» « 
However, no teaching or suggestion ia provided for a method for the new user I. . ould 
.bobeno.ed.hat the conjunction "or" is used. This implies one or the other andnotboth 
is contemplated. 

The Examiner also appears a. odds with the Appellants' statement regarding the 
Martina reference. The Martinez reference does teach sequential scanning. What . not 
.hown in the Martinez reference is sequentia. scanning of one cell. In fact, the Vamm 
reference teaches that, "... a satellite cell is never illuminated simultaneously «* ft 
neighbor even if the neighboring satellite cell is from another super cell." Martinez thus 
teaches away from sequentially scanning .he beam to each of me cel. clusters until one of 
the cell dusters that includes the specific subscriber is identified. 

With respect » >»° Examiner's reference to the background of the present 
application, Appellants admit rha. bom sequentially scanning is known as is shown » the 
Martinez reference. As the linger reference also illustrates, zooming is also known. 
What has heretofore been unknown is the combination of scanning and zoomvng. That is, 
Claim 1 specifically recites both scanning and zooming by defining a partition of cell 
clusters wherein one of the ce!l clusters includes the one of me plurality of cells that 
includes m. specific subscriber and forming a beam that corresponds to an area of one of 
«n. cell clusters. Then, the method recites, "sequentially scanning .he beam to each of .he 
cell clusters until the one of the cell clusters that includes the specific subsenber >s 
identified." 
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The Examiner states that, "Wissinger uses a beam, which includes on. ox more 
ce „s in an native manner to locate a subscriber, AppclUn* ■ - 
formed and ,ha, the zooming of the beams is shown in F.gs. 8A and D. 0« 
beams are provide4 and the user is located within one of *. beam,. Progress,v«ly 
overlapping smaller beams are then used to zoom in on the user. 

To summarize, Appellants respectfuUy believe mat the Examined combinano, , * 
not valid for several reason, First, an of the dements have no, been shown by fte 
For e*am pl e. forming a beam that corresponds to an area of one or ^ cel. 
!IL an sequentially scanning the beam to each of the ceU dusters unti. one of the ce, 

f mc references, .n fact, the reference, as mentioned above, teaches away*™ 

Iquentially scanning more than one individua! ce„. Appellants mereforc r^Uy 
request me Board to reverse the Examiner's positions with respect to CK- >-2 . 

Respectfully submitted, 




S. Grunebach 
_ t No. 33,179 
Attorney for Appellants 
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